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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 1-17 remain in the application; 
Claims 1, 7, and 11 have been amended; 

Claim rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 

Claims 1 and 3-17 stand rejected under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,203,602 (Rangell). 

While it is believed that the above rejection has been rendered moot by Applicants' 
amendment to the claims at issue, Applicant respectfully disagrees. Rangell shows and 
discloses a water proof chalk line composition for use with a chalk line, with the chalk 
line composition comprising colored chalk and concrete dye. 

Rangell applies his composition to a moistened portion of a chalk line that has been 
pulled out of a chalk line device (see, lines 7-15 of column 4). After Rangell's 
composition has been applied to the moistened chalk line, the line is used in a 
conventional manner. Nowhere does Rangell disclose that his composition is applied to 
a dry chalk line. 

Applicant, in amended claim 1 , claims that the chalk line is coated with water-resistant 
material prior to use with powdered material such as chalk. 

Similarly, in amended claim 7, Applicant claims a method of treating a snap line used in 
receiving and transferring powdered material from a surface of the line to a secondary 
surface in an impacting manner, in which the strand is dried prior to applying the 
powdered material thereto . Rangell does not treat his snap line other than moisten it 
prior to applying his composition. 
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With regard to claim 1 1 , Rangell does not treat his powdered material prior to use with a 
chalk line. Instead, Rangell merely places his composition into a container 1 1, from 
which it is later dispensed onto a moistened line. Applicant, on the other hand is 
claiming a method of treating powdered material by applying water resistant material to 
the powdered material as it resides within a container. 

With regard to claim 12, once Rangell has added chalk and concrete dye together to 
form his composition, he is finished. There is nothing in the reference of Rangell that 
shows or discloses how he combines the chalk and concrete dye, and there is nothing 
in the reference that would suggest spraying concrete dye onto chalk. If such a 
teaching is shown or disclosed in Rangell, please show it. 

With regard to claim 14, one Rangell has added chalk and concrete dye together to 
form his composition, he is finished. There is nothing in the specification of Rangell to 
suggest that his composition is further treated. In fact, once Rangell forms his 
composition, it is ready to be applied to a moistened line. 

With regard to claim 15, Rangell clearly uses a line that is not water repellant. In fact, 
Rangell's composition is designed to be used with a moistened line. The assertion that 
lines 42-43 of column 3 disclose "a line that is substantially water repellant" is taken out 
of contest and without merit. The sentence to which the Examiner refers clearly refers 
to " water proof chalk line compositions for use with chalk line devices embodying the 
principles and concepts of the present invention ". 

It is submitted that the reference of Rangell does not anticipate all of the features recited 
in claims 1 and 3-17, and Applicant respectfully request that the rejection of the claims 
under 35 USC. 102(b) be withdrawn and passed to issue or, in the alternative, 
reconsidered and further examined. 
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Claim rejections under 35 USC § 103(a) 

Claim 2 stand rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent 
No. 6,203,602 (Rangell), with the Examiner making the assertion that: 

Rangell discloses a waterproof chalk line as stated in paragraph 2 above. 
Rangell do [sic] not disclose the water resistant material being silicone as 
stated in claim 2. 

and, 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use silicone as the water 
resistant material used to coat the line, since silicone is a well known 
material known for its water proof qualities that could be alternatively 
chosen as a water resistant coating material. 

While it is believed that the above rejection has been rendered moot by Applicants' 
amendment to independent claim 1 , Applicant disagrees. As explained above, Rangell 
simply does not show or disclose treating a chalk line so that is made water resistant 
prior to applying powdered material thereto. Rather, Rangell specifically teaches 
against making his line water resistant. Rangell wants his line to be hydrophilic so that 
it is able to retain his chalk line composition, a portion of which is water proof. It would 
not be obvious to treat a chalk line so that it is water resistant, and it would not be a 
matter of choice to use silicone. 

It is respectfully submitted that the claim 2 is not obvious in view of Rangell, and 
Applicant respectfully requests that rejection of the claim under 35 USC. 103(a) be 
withdrawn and passed to issue or, in the alternative, reconsidered and further 
examined. 

CONCLUSION 

On the basis of the foregoing amendments, remarks, and arguments of record, 
applicant respectfully submits that claims 1-17 are in condition for allowance and 
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Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this case. 
Alternatively, if the Examiner is of the opinion that prosecution of the application may be 
expedited by a telephonic interview, the Examiner is invited to contact applicant's 
representative at the telephone number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 
For the Applicants 
By their Attorneys, 

Customer Number MOORE, HANSEN & SUMNER 

225 South Sixth Street 

22854 Suite 4850 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402 

Telephone: (612) 332-8200 

Facsimile: (612)332-1780 

Date November 28, 2005 By: CU>«^ /6. JtJZnn^ 

James R. Hakomaki 

Reg. No. 35,037 



8/8 

Copied from 10684724 on 12/08/2005 



